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fx'bombmg mission of 1965

'; Fand allegedly dloppcd his

UJ @ & ;fal stors ry y® B ﬁf’ 5 @ D7) <oy ot vong s

’U 1 backed “black” operations

--:' ' . ' “ i ‘ ' ©ooonz.lin 1984, He flew a C-47
By Keyes Beoch - o PIE‘CISE’]‘Y what - good and sumnier came and it that dlopped intelligence

Chlcago Daily News "'would that do?” said g plain that the South wunits, :
-+ 7~ Bundy in his most pedanuc Vxetnamese were losing the These intelligenc e-

SAIG’ON -~ The New manner. . * war, the numbet of Ameri- gathering missions . were

' ,YOIk Times report of a ;! “Why don't you ask you1 - can tFOODS grew until even-  singularly unsuccessful be-
Pentagon history on how . 'brother?” I said, referring \/mlly it reached more than cayse of tight communist
the United States got in- ‘{0 William P. Bundy, theny/half a million. .+ security. 'The intruders
;volved in the Vietnam war  assistant secretary of state Two ycars later, in Hon-  weré quickly rounded up.

— judged by scanty reports  for the Far East and an.on- olulu, I asked Alex John- It is interesting, but not
received here — held few  thusiastic hawk. “He's the son if he ever expécted we ‘very surprising in the light
surprises for the corre- :one who keeps promoting  would commit more than of subsequent events, that

spondents who have cov~ the idea.” © ... 500,000 mento Vietnam. 3 Capadian diplomat deliv-
ered this war from the o York Times corre- “Good God, no,” he ex- " ered a message from Wash-,
start. : .-spondent Seymour Topping,/ ¢laimed. : - ington to Hanoi shortly be~

E In gcnelal thc Pentagen expressed the opirjon that. As the troop buildup fore US planes hit North
account confirms what it we did bomb the North, grew, the Johnson Admin- Vietnam' in August, 1964,
some of ‘us .knew, half- Russia might be forced to istration continued to deny The American strike was in
knew or suspected without come into the war. . -that there was any change retaliation for an alleged
“Oh: in US policy "in Vietnam North-Vietnamese .forpedo
*  when quite obviously there boat attack on US destroy-
was, This was the heavt of ersin the Tonkin Guif,
Johnson's credibility gap. I was sitling in the Hotel
Later in 1965, Gen. Wil- . Caravelle bar one cvening

Bundy disagreed.
they’ll raftle their rockets,
all . right,” Bundy said.
“But they don't really do

Some of us had and wrote
the story piecemeal but not
in context, While we could
see what was happening

here, we could not 1\110“’ . anything, ‘liam  C.  Westmoreland, ~ shortly after the attack
vchat was happcnmg : “We}l, Jt’s academic al?y- then US commander here, when a well-known CIA
Washington. : - way, since we aren't going  raced the decision to com-. man with too many drinks
" Obviously, . President © 10 bomb North Vietnam,” mit combat troops back 1o ; under his belt came in and
Johnson’s decision to eseg~ another” correspondent . November, 1964~ This coin- -announced in a loud, clear
late the war, including the - S2id- ‘ -0 cides with " the- Pentagon - Voice:
bombing of North | Vietnam, © U. Alexis Johnson, .then 1 account that Johnson made “1 want you to know the
fwas . no spur-of-the- -deputy ambassador to Sai= = his fateful decision Nov, 3, Gulf of Tonkin attack was
imoment decision but re- -gon and now -— the State 1964, Election Day.  tigged.”. .
tquired months of carefully - Department’s senior career 5till later, in 1967 West~" A couple of frlonds hu-"
!calculated planning, ¢ -officer, had remained silent © moreland was to tell me :
: . Quring most of ih N— o AR o s led him out of there. He
None of us knew that the 1ng mos ¢ conver that he was inilially op- has 1 been di
‘Johnson Admuusuatlon sation. But now he spoke posed to. bombing the E%S ong since. cen dis-
reached a “general consen- - 4P o : ' North. When I expressed ‘missed by the CIA.-

sus” on Sept. 7, 1964, that | “I wouldn’t rule out Swrprise, he chuckled and  The  Canadian diplomaf,

it might' be necessary to. bombing,” he said with  Said, “Not for the reasons Blajr = Scaborn, delivered
,bOmb North Vietnam, * _some emphasis, Topping . YOoUu might think. Mind you, another message to Hanoi

But we had a clue to the &nd I later agreed it. I didn’t have any troops at- jn 1965, something he was
%ombmg on Feb. 6, 1965, ° wouldn’t be a bad idea to  the'time and I was wondel-: able to do because he was
the day before it beg'm write a story speculaling ing what I would do if the: Canadian delegate 10. the
when half a dozen of.us that we might bomb North ; Whole North Vietnamese . three-nation - International

, “Vietnam after all. - army came charging down  Control Comumission, which
rhireh]onn:letegftoBir?;,ncgoff : south.” “still. travels between Sai-
thlan, then the US mission The followmg mommg The dlsclosure that the gon and Hanoi.

Spokesman for McGeorge 8t 2 am, Viet Cong sap- | United States was con-

" ‘ - ~'unit at Pleiku and before | tions in North Vielnam as o < in hi :
:\;vasgl fox nétlonal securi the day was. over the | early as 1964 -was no sur- packing case in his Saigon
i . bombing was on. .| bprise. Some of us wrote the for Canada late in 1965,

. It was an off- the record story at the time, but so far . PR
. e t t
‘affair. Bundy was paying N M;[;ﬁefsouciglcl{i dmogth %i “as I knew, only South Viet- 2nd discussed his trip to

aus the compliment of ask- . namese intelligence teams
ing us what might be done 1208 the first American that he

etnam s spring

: A highly regarded pl‘O-;
_Bundy, then White House Ders hit a us hellcoptez ducting clandestine opera- “fessional, Seaborn sat on a,

home shortly before he left

Hanoi without revealing -
was carrying a’

o win the waApproved FOT Refeseo 00@03/04?5@%-@]51#&01616@1 RO0300660423:7n.
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- Hooray for the CIA
-.% The, Central ‘lnte]ligencd“‘g‘fié&lcy ‘
comes out well in the doctumentation -
of the Vietnam war provided by The
New York Times. Asked specifically
in June, 1964, whether all of Soufh-
east Asia would go Communist if
Laos and South Vietnam werc cap- /
tured, the CIA reported:

With the possible excep-
tion of Cambodia, it is likely
that no nation in the avea
would g uickly succumb to
cornmunism as a result of the
fall of Laos and South Viet-
nam. Furthermore, a contin-
uation of the spread of com-
munism would not be inexor-
able, and any spread whicly
did occur would take time—
time in which the total silua-

i tion might change in any
number of ways unfavorable
to the Communist,cause.

Rt . :

. That was an intelligent estimate
provided by what is assumed to be
our hest intelligence agency in de--
fense affairs. It may no longer be
good: the devastation caused since
1064 might have had the cffect of
self-fulfilling the domino theory.

With hindsight, the country can

~ greatly regret that its top leaders fol--
lowed their hunch- rather than the
CIA estimate. Not too long ago the.
United States was playing ping-pong
with the Commuuist Chinese, against.
whom it did not want to play domi-
noes. The domino theory was long the .
most popular basis offered for the

. Vietnam involvement. It was not then
a good basis aud there is some eu-
couragement in- finding that the CiA
recognized it as such. : :
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"The 1cve1at10ns contained in the se-

. cret Pentagon” papers not only go a

long way toward explaining how the
_ United States became so, deeply in-
volved in the Southeast Asia conflict,
they also shed some clear, sharp —
‘and tragic—light on the why of that
mvolvement

Throughout the installments pub-
lished by the New York Times before
the temporary injunction, there runs a
current . of “‘great power” thinking
which was clearly outmoded before-it
began. There was, for example, the
“domino theory,” subscribed to by
most U.S. leaders and restated in a
. March, 1964, memorandum from Sec.
of Defense Robert S. McNamara to
- President Johnson. Should the Viet
Cong and North Vietnamese win, said

‘McNamara, Southeast Asia from India

. to New Zealand would be weakened.

This was not supported by the Cen—

+tral Intelligence, Agencey.

“To @ lesser extent, there was the
question of “‘containment of China,"”
m'nnly expounded by Sec. of State
Dean Rusk. But neither the “domino
theory” nor ‘‘containment of China”

-nor relations with Russia seem to have

been the major considerations.

- Rather, therc was 'the thought that
the United States, Wthh had emerged
“from World War II as the world's

strongest power, could somehow work
-its will on North Vietnam merely.by
applymg mxhtqry pressure or threat-
enmg it. This is implicit in the note
~given the Canadian Embassy in Wash-
ington on Aug. 8, 1964, to be trans-
mitted to J, Blair Seaborn, the Cana-

dian member of the Intcrnational Con-

trol Commission for Indochina.
It instructed Scaborn to tell Hanoi

‘leaders that “U.S. public and official

paticnce with North Vietnamese ag-

“gression is growing very thin” and

that Hanoi “knows what it must do if
the poace is to be 1est01cd ”

N D001/03/04 : CIA-RDPS0

" The secret war—ll

-what Mr. Nixon, in a latter-day ver-

~‘“a pmful helpless glant.”

a freer, better way of life.”

“The planners in Washmgton were also
discovering that increased American
might was- having little effect on the
Viet Cong, as intelligence had "also.
warned, In November, 1964, Ambas-
sador Maxwell B. Taylor expressed sur-
prise that “the Viet Cong units have the
recuperative powers of the phoenix "

Another part of this mysthue cen-
tered around a concern with loss of
prestige in the eyes of the world =

sion, refers to as a view of America as

3

Among others, John T. McNaughton,
assistant secretary of defense for in-
ternational security affairs, made this
point in a 1964 memorandum to;
McNamara assxgnmg ‘relative values
to American goals in Vietnam. He saw
70 per cent of the effort directed “to
avoid a humiliating defeat (to our rep-:
utation as a guarantor),” 20 per cent to

keep South Vietnam out of Chinese:
“hands and only 10 per cent “to permit’

the people of South Vietnam to enjoy:

s it o

The leaders.in Washington, then, be-
licved that it was only necessary for -
them to threaten and punish a little -
and Amecrica could retain its position
— and its reputation — as the ac-,
knowledged leader of the “free;
world.” What they reckoned without”

 was the stubborn, stiff-necked pride ; ;

and nationalism of the new countries of:
the Third World, particularly North-
Vietnam and its allies, the Viet Congl i
Still thinking in terms of World War II
military might and forgetting the les-:
sons of Korea, these national movers
and shakers in Washington were:"
somchow unable to hold up their fin-
gers to the winds of change, even as

. their own intclligence estimates were

clearly indicating thc dlrcctxon of
thosc wmds :

- P . ¥

e e o A
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S@cmai"y vs. embarrassment

Nevex bcfow in modern times has a
‘confrontation between the government
and the press reached the classic pro-
sportion of the present court case in
‘which the New York Times has been
; enjoined temporarily from continuing
.to publish an until-now secret Defense
‘Department study of the Vietnam
:War, The Justice Department says
i continued publication will endanger
;the interests of the nation. The Times
says the documents, covering the peri-
“od -before 1968, are now history and
~cannot conceivably damage American
.security interests, much, less the lives
-of Americans or Indochinese.
- In the great anti-censorship decision
‘Near vs. Minnesota in 1931, Chief Jus-
tice Hughes held that suppression is
‘the “essence of censorship! and prior
restraint could be applied only in “ex-
ceptional cases.” One, which may ap-
ply here, was where the success of the
nation’s armed forces was at stake In

time of war; we do not believe, hows - ¢

ever, that it does. Another was the

proLchon of private rights, but what

is involved here are the scandalous ac-
tions of public officials, As for the pos-
sibility that circulation of “scandal”’
might tend to disturb the public peace,
said Hughes, “the theoxy of the con-
stitutional guarantee is that even a
more serious public evil would be
caused by authority to p1evcnt publi~
cation.” _
The court case, 1t seems to us,
comes down to a determination wheth-
er the national security would be truly.
endangered by printing the rest of the
document, The government must de
more than merely make the assertion

“that this is the case. The press canhot .

be muzzled by executive fiat.
Certainly the documents ar¢ embar-
rassing, at home as well as abroad.
But this is' a political consequence.
The nation is entitled to the truth

“about its own affalrs, which it is a re-

sponslbﬂxty of the press to gwe them, B

— ﬁ____;_ﬁ R Approved For Release 2001/03/04 CIA- -RDP80- 01601 R000300360123 7



'STATINTL |

M 5346 Approved For'Retefalse;Rﬂm&wﬂ RCHARRRP8OQ160

have twice visited South Vietnam. On
my first visit, I saw the ﬂxle§t, best
trained, hest equipped young soldiers the
world has cver scen. I saw .'hospltals and
supposcedly pacified areas, In 1966, Ilwas
o member of the Speaker’s Committee

© of Combat Velerans of World War IT sent

to evaluate the war ¢ffort. By that time,
the so-called pacified areas I had previ-
ously visited had been rebakenm-oqrs for
only as long as snow dreps on the rivern—
a moment white, then gone forever.

Asa resull of this tragic war, our coun~
{ry 1s torm by dissention—-troubled by
traltorous rabblerousers and rioters who
blatantly curse the bheloved land which
has nurtured and cared for them. And
yet they are permitted to spout hate,
incite arson, promote looting wilh
impunity. .

“Yes, Mr. Speaker, ours s a troubled

land., The war in Vietnam is causing -

great worry and anxiety. Among the peo-
‘ple of my district and owr whole coun-
try, scntiment Is Increasingly against the
waxr. We all look for the day when cvery
American soldier will be removed from
{this unhappy land.

Let us now, while we are yet slrong,
bring our men home, ¥ we must fight,
let us fight in defense of our homeland
and our own hemisphere, Qur sons’ lives
are too precious to lose on forecign soil.
I they must die, let it be in defense of
America. As & combal medic with an in-

+ . fantry division in the South Pacifie, I

~have been intimate with the horrors of
war and feel that the lves of our men
should only be risked in case our coun-
try is attacked. In that event, we know
they would resist assault with all their
spirit, stamina, and strength,

. X compliment the present administra-

tion’s efforts to wind down the war, In
order to cmphasize the desire of our
people to cid the war, I support. the
amendment, of the distinguished gentle-

_man from New York (Mr. ROBISon) .

Mr. O’'NEILL, Mr. Chairmean, I rise
In support of the Nedzi-Whalen amend-

ment,

The CHAIRMAN. 'The gentleman from
Massachusetts is recognized. )

Mr. O'NEILL, Mr. Chairman, I feel
obliged to speak in behalf of this amend-
ment, just as X feel a moral obligation to
oppose the continuation of this cruel and
senseless war. . R

.. Mr. Chairman, some tine ago I, with
‘three other Members of Congress, Huen
CarEy, of New York, Daw ROSTERKOWSXKI,
of Illinois, and JAMES CormMan, of Cali-
fornia, cireulated to the Members a
statement of purpose on Vietnam.
Over 120 Members of Congress have
signed it and an  additional num-
ber have signed 8 similar state-~
nent, Qut of that, I believe, has come the

- Nedzi-Whalen amendment. ¥t is an ox-

Pression of concern and responsibility. It
Is our contention that the Congress has a
responsibility for ending this war, since
the President is not, and that the Con-
gress should set a deadline for ending
this war, no later than the end of this
year. - - ‘

I recall that it was about Novembey
1965 that I first heard the term used:
“Fhe light can be scen at the end of the
tunnel” That was the day Mr. McNa~
mara said to us: ’

We will boﬁxb North Vietnam. We wil have
them on thelr knces within 6 weeks, and

+ the war will be over,

Well, peeple have heen seelng the light
at the end of the tunnel for over 6 years,
and the war is not over. .

Ilistened with interest Loday to the let-
ter of Mel Laird, a man with whom 7T,
served for many years here in the Con-
gress. His words are nob a bit different
from the words of Rusk and of MeNa-~
mara; his predictions are the same, his
expectations are the same.

I remember that back in 1965 I was a
hawk, as somce of you still are--perhaps
& majority of the House. Bub I spoke to
admlirals, T spoke to generals, and I sboke
to people in high security places. T spoke
to members of the State Department and.
those in the highest echelons. of Goy-
crnment, ’

These people were advocating the
policy of the administration, the John-~
son administration, and advocating the
policy of the State Department. But
within the confines of private and
friendly conversations they told me they
were .opposed to the war, and that our
policies were wrong and could not suc-
cced, While they were publicly advocat-
ing and following the policy of the Presi-
dent, they told me in thelr private
conversations that they were opposed to
the war and kaew that it could never be
won this way, nor could we oxtricate
owrselves this way, These were people
from the CIA, generals and admirals, ang

17, 1971

e knew America was serious and he
knew it wosld mean World War I11,

Why do J raise this point?

Well, My, Chairmaq, we are fighting a
war which we have made no attempt Lo
win, Why? ‘Che only way we could win
would have been to have bombed Hanoi
end the rice paddies, bombked Haiphong,
and invaded North Vietnam with infan.
lry. Why have we not done that? Wwe
have not done it beeause we know that
China and Russia would come to the aid
of North Vietnam, and that it would
mean World War ITL Just as Kennedy
defended our place as & major power, so
would Kosygin and Mao defend. their
positions, ) : .

2o, what arve we theore for? We are
there for the same reasons we have heen
there for years, Because we refusc to
admit past evrors and mistakes. T have
seen the pacification program fail, and
we have talked about the Vietnamization
brogram, We give new names {o old pol-
icies and continue a hopeless war,

Mr, Chairman, I believe we ought to
be out of there lock, stock, and barret
tomorrow. We cannot justify our being
in there, The President is fighting a way
he does not want to win. Yet, hie does
not want to lose. We are not providing
sell-determination for the péople, we are
only providing destruction, :

When T spoke with the knowledgeable
beople in our security and inteligence
branclhes of Government sbhout the war,

they convineed me that this war was

you know, I belicved them. Chey con- . wrong. That was In 1688, yeob the same

vinced. me that I could not Justify this
war in moval, political, or security terms.
They convineced me that I could not
Justify being a hawk on a war that
could not be won, and should have been
ended. :
Mr, Chairman, I was one of the first, X
believe, early In 1967, that changed my
opinion on the war, and it was for those
reasons, Our policics—then and nowe—
could not win the war and would not
end it, : .
You know, during my 20 years here,

- many important events have happened,

I. remember June 1961, when Rhry-

‘- shehev sald to John In Kennedy, the

President of the United States:

" Get your troops oub of Berlin or we will
Invade, - -

Kennedy  went over and made the
great Berlin speech, called up. our re-~
serves, and IKhrushchev backed down,
knowing that otherwise it would have
set off World Wav ITI, .

That happened again, Mr, Chairman,
with Cuba, in October 1862, We all re-
celved notice to report, You remember
the messages, the phone calls, and tele-
grams that you got. We, from 'all of New
Iingland, went to ILogan Airport: other
Members niet at the G3A Building in the
battery section of New York, and other
Members from other sections of the
country went directly to Chicago or to
Los Angeles, We mebt with trepideation,
both Democrat and Republican, We did

“not know whether we were going to hear

a declaration of war, We were there and
we were told about the missiles and
shown pictures of the missiles and’ told
about the blockade. Bug, thankfully,
Krushehev backed down.

Mr, Chairman, why did he back down?
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bolicies continue.

What makes this war such a tragic
mistake, is that we have viewed it as
& war hetween two states, whereas in
reality it is & civil war, and, unfortu-
nately, we ave fighting for the clite in
Saigon, the rich who do nol have the
Interests of the Viethamese people at
heart, nor do they have the support of
the people we are supposedly fighting to
save. N
We are drafiing 18-year-old bhoys to
fight for people that do not draft their
own sons until they are 21. And the
legislature of South Vietnam on many,
many occasions refused to change that
age. . :
- American boys must serve their Nation
in uniforin or go to jail, but the rich
South Vietnamese bhoy can buy his way
out of the Army.

We have spent $150 billion on this war
while the leaders of South Vietnam fill

their Swiss bank accounts with American |

money. .
Our Nation suflers for housing, schools,
and hospitals, while the rich elite in
South Vietnam accumulate wealth,
Our Nation has given so much to South -
Vietnam that has never reached the
beople there and will never reach the
bzople there, We need much here—muas~ -
sive increases in funds forr education, for
calth care, public housing, welfare,
research, and environmental quality.
But instead we waste ow people and our
substance in o uscless war. .-
Ouwr prioritics have been turned on end
while we fund and fund this war, And
the corruption in that country makes
it more and more tragic that a single
American boy has given his life for this
conflict, The Government of South Viet-
nam, Lj[ ﬁ)élalat3t8 dté, 6C(0)1‘f2 Ié gy)e,s not ~
60 0123-
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-tion by The New York Times
-of secrel documents involved in
‘escalating “the  Vielnam  war,
““iHustrales the deception prac-
- {iced by the Jobnson adminis-

“have been different if the Times

“year ago.

~at a press
- Wednesday as he announced his
" association as-a partner in law

~rangement as quile common for

LHES - Pfc'Ayum. i
3 AN ".»?"
CISHY

Blames iohnson and Nixon
- for Actions—4x-Senator

AverstHe Is Vindicated

By FRED TRAVIS
. Chsllgnooga Times Burcau )
NASHVILLYE — Former U.S,
Sen. Alberl Gore said publica-

{ration and continued by Presi-
dent Nixon.”

© The former Senate dove, de-
feated for re-cleclion lasl No-
vember by Bill Brock of Chat-
tanooga, a Republican, said
outcame of the election might

“articles had bheen published - a

He claimed they completely
vindicate his position on the

~war and-validale what 1 have
-been telling the people of Ten-

nessce for a long, long time,”

Gore made these statements
conferehce here

firms here and in Washington,
He described this dual ar-

Jormer congressmen. who take
Sup thepractice of Jaw.

. He will be a parlner in a
‘Washinglon law firm headed by
“former  Massachusetts Gov.
Endicott Pcabody and he will!
‘be the senior partuer in a fir m,
here  which includes George!
“Barrelt, Jack M)Lchcl] _and!
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firm specializes in international
finance while the onc here is
engaged in the general practice
ot law, ‘ ]

Gore said the diviston of his
time belween Nashville and

needs of his clients but that
mllmllv he will spend about half
of hif time in cach cily. Mrs.
Gore, who is also a lawyer,
will’ bn an ‘associale counsel in
botif firms, _

Resumption of a full law
practice, the former Democrat
senator said, will of neccessity
limil his lcctmea on college’
campuses and his polilical ac-
tivilies butl he added:

“I hope lo help clect a pr osi-|
denl who will not violate the
confidence of the American
people.” '

Tavors Muskie -

e listed Sen. TdmusdeMus
l;q«gf Maine as™ his favorite!'-
Tor the’ “presidential nominalion
bul also spoke favorably of
Sens. Marold Hughes of Towa
and Henry M. Jackson of

Iy alhm in response to- a
quéstion, ‘Gore declared that the
Times arlicles, based on secref
documents of the Defense De-1
confirmed his own
findings dmm(r a_ 19686 investi-:
galion inlo the bach;fxound of
the Gulf of Tonkin resolution,

This resclution, approved by
011310\5 at President Johnson’s
urging following an alleged al-
tack on a U.S. dmhovm in
Vielnam, was used as the legal
basis for sending large numbexs

china, The Times' series, pub-
lication of which has  been
halted temporarily by a federal
order, “Tlusirates two
things,” Gore said.

Ho hbtcd these as “first, a
great mnational’ misfortune in
deception at the highest level
of government; and secondI) ity
represents the (‘\h‘cmc to which
pacification has heen taken.

“Of course, we were trapped
into the thnam war,” he con-
tinued. “I have known that for
a long, Tong time. This validates
what T Lave said to the people
of Tennessce for a long while,

“My investigation mto the
Gulf of Tonkin r,e_so]ution in 1956
showed there was no substantml

ijevidence that there was any!

allack upon- one of our ships;

in the Tonkin Gulf in Aurfust
1964, ., -

o

of Amecrican f.lOO])S inlo Indo~| -

“Fhe -whole Vielnam war is
the product of 4 deception by
President Johnson, the Almy
the Navy, the An Foree, the,
Defense Departiment, the 1 ‘.,,
-— the whole executive brai.id
of the U.S. Governmenl. Presi-
dent Nixon has continued “llb
deceplion.

“When you have had 55 OOO
men killed, hundreds of thot-
sands dlsablcd and hundreds of
thousands of others made inlo
dope addicts, this is a telrible
price to pay for the po]ilic-q
of lwo presidents,”

Gore asserted (hat the Tlmcs
series showed that the people
| “had reason for loss of confi-
dence in their government.” )

e accused the Nixon admin-
Istralion of practicing the same
kind of deceplion in eApandlno

(=]

the way into Laos. £
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CCUIRENG: VWOl
. 'Iu'{‘rjyénp’ to assess Ui McNamara Rcl'ﬂ‘,’ft_.hfm'“l}l’ !
‘ e ’ . : ! ' sy rotaa AI.L .
“wsaside from suffering a bad case of uliellcmu'} :
LSy : ‘./., g ot ) ‘ ) o
excess—one is impressed not the least by the general-
. i e In L SN o Pl X e
1y high quality of the advice given by i.h\.. mtc}l_ig»
) ‘." o . . . N N ,_,-,4
cornmunity, Co e e ,
o ' Sran art that hag | )
~“The voluminous report--just the part th;t 13
o v ' sapers—providen a fagein.
been published in ncwspapols,~f~},)10v.gde. (.; ; as o
: shocking, insight into the

i and o times '
ating, and somet) nto
process by which the United States became cmnc.sljed ’

L . e e 10 =7 ¥ S
in the jungle of an unwifinable Yndoching var, .;nt :
» © . . . c 4 y o I .
of -all the branches of the governmeant thp.;uh'lc_ :? ,
e n Vietnam, the intellipenco
thare in the decisions on Vietham, the mtc,lxg,en;

il > . .

serici i Jy the C me out looking the
‘agencies, particularly the CIA, come o g |

» . )

:.]v)es'c-f'l‘hc intelligence peoplg'Warned»»anc} accur:‘xtcl)f ;
'-i;-uthat neither the South Vietnamese govcrnmce\ijtluox}. ;
"the American forces could 0vcrco.me.t1'1c~appua .;:
the Viet Cong to the Sf)nth Vlctn:'{m?;-a ipe;i;m
They wal.'ncd._...mld accurately—of the m.e )ec 11\‘110“’;3-
of aerial bombing, They suggested the 1::(,or1<‘: ,‘n -
fness of 'im‘roducing large lll!m?)’dI‘S_Of /\mm:a)
ground troops into the fighting in Soutly \/1(13:11.11;;
After more bomb tonnage Lad beon. C!EQ}JPSCI ozlz M(:MII
Vietnam than had been drepped in World f\Nalln” ;
and after half a million ‘American troops h:d 1);:: |
deployed in South Vietnam, the enemy 1emanc; e 3
defeated and victory remained as elusive as 1: had -
nfor 1§ years, - o |
.b‘eefl".lfo be Zure, the CIA cannot Cl_aim 100 Pel'lcc'fg ‘
commendation, In mid-1065 Joln A, ;‘\/.[.CAC(S)HC, n:?;t
of the CIA, warned that the nge of U.S. comb:

; T nless the aerial hom}}{_:_.
troops would bg,m_mfectwg l}f_ll_ﬁ_’_’_ SRR :
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~the pitfal]
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dng cam aien already under syy Wis subject ¢
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.,"minimum restrafnt,” “Phae sounds suspicionsly Ji1dy
the Tater exhortation of Gen, Curtig Lelfay ¢o bomb
the Noyeh Viemameseo “bacl: to the stone age,”
" Bug in goneral, the estimates of the CIA
othey “intelligonce agencies seemn ¢ have fauged
accurately the mood of the Vietnamese People, the
Btaying power of the Vit Cong and Nort], Vietham.
-ese, and the,limitatiogls of Amgrican military might
when 'S‘epara{-cd’fro_r'n tlie c{e_moc:_:ﬂti_c ideals that had
in the bast motivateq !maericzm intervention
2 If American poweland ideals Decame Separated,
8 Jatge Faye of the reasoy’ Was the failure of the
highes’c"b{ficihls in our government to inform the
people oreven Congress fully about boty the condi.
tiong that exjs ; real purposcs

abroad,

existed in Vietnam and the

and

for Cxpanding the war., The McNamary Report {g -

1ot a complete record of the entanglement
but it ig record enough to ghow ¢
dential decisions thyy ignored the hest intelligence
and the arrogance of Presidentin] war-malking with.
out the fu1 par_ticipatiqn of Congresg '

Many A.mericans;wprobably & majority-—failed 1o
get arouseq about Vietnam when the Johnson agd.
111_1'1125t1‘nti_on was making the fateful commitment of
Americap combat troops because, like the officialg
at the top, they believeq the tiny tnemy could not
stand foy long againse the overwhelming might of
American troops ang planes, The argument has fre-
Uuently been yseq that these officials had 1j¢tle more -
information than the general public for the crucial
decisions, By the. McNamaga Report indicates thay
they did have considerably more—and quite specific
-»;infommtion, much of jt negative in igg
tions, Those who trusted the highest off;
know whay they were

implica."
cials to
doing wepe sadly mistaken,
A full-dregg congressional dehate might have avoided-

into which the tountry stumpled, particy-

Iarly if the intelligence estimates Jiad been more

widely available,
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